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Court of Appeals of the District of Columbia. 


No. 3330. 


Mary B. Pearson, Appellant, 


Russell A. Warner. 


Supreme Court of the District of Columbia. 


No. 62723. At Law. 


Russell A. Warner, Plaintiff, 


Mary B. Pearson, Defendant. 


United States of America, 

District of Columbia , ss: 


Be it remembered, That in the Supreme Court of the District of 
Columbia, at the City of Washington, in said District, at the times 
hereinafter mentioned, the following papers were filed and proceed¬ 
ings had, in the above-entitled cause, to wit: i 


Complaint in Justice’s Court. 
Filed August 9, 1919. 


In the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia, 


No. 62723. At Law. 


Russell A. Warner, Plaintiff, 


Mary B. Pearson, Defendant. 


District of Columbia, To wit: 


Your complainant Russell A. Warner being first duly 
cording to law, states that he is entitled to the possession of 


sworn ac- 
the prem¬ 


ises 541 Twenty-first Street Northwest, located in the District of Co- 
1—3330 ! 
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lumbia, and that the same is unlawfully detained from him and held 
without right by the defendant Man' B. Pearson to whom the com¬ 
plainant’s assignor William H. Walker had heretofore rented the 
said premises as a monthly tenant and whose tenancy and estate has 
been determined by due notice to quit as provided in the agreement 
under which said tenancy was established; complainant therefore 
prays that a Summons be issued commanding the defendant to ap¬ 
pear and show cause why judgment should not be given against her 
for the restitution of the possession of said premises, and costs of this 
suit. 

RUSSELL A. WARNER. 

Subscribed and sworn before me this 2nd day of July, A. D. 
1919. 

[seal.] HARRIET E. ALDEN, 

Notary Public, D. C. 

2 Summons. 

******* 

The President of the United States to the Defendant, Mary B. Pear¬ 
son, Greeting: 

You are hereby summoned to appear in this Court on the 19 day 
of Jul-, A. D. 1919, at 10 o’clock A. M., to answer the plaintiff’s com¬ 
plaint and show cause why judgment should not be given against 
you for the restitution of the possession of the premises described 
in the complaint under oath filed herein by said plaintiff and costs 
of this suit. 


Witness the Honorable 
A. D. 1919. 

1.00 Pd. Clerk. 


Judges of said Court this 8 day of July, 


BLANCHE NEFF, [seal.] 

Clerk. 

R. H. ROLLINS, 

Ass’t Clerk. 


{undertaking on Appeal in the Municipal Court. 

Filed August 9, 1919. 

^ ' ♦ | ♦ ♦ * 3(C # 

The defendant desiring to appeal from the judgment of the said 
court rendered against her in the above-entitled cause on the 22nd 

j July ’ 1919 > to thc Supreme Court of the District of Columbia 
and his surety, hereby appearing and submitting to the jurisdiction 
of the said Supreme Court, undertake jointly and severailv to abide 
by and pay the said judgment if it shall be affirmed, together with 
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the costs of the appeal, and all intervening damages to the 
3 leased property, and compensation for the use and occupation 
thereof from the date of the said judgment to the date of its 
final affirmance, which said judgment, if affirmed, may be rendered 
against them by said appellate court jointly, or either of them sep¬ 
arately, in this case, for the amount of the judgment so affirmed and 
the intervening damages, compensation and costs aforesaid. 

Given under our hands and seals this 29 day of July, A. D. 1919. 

MARY B. PEARSON. [seal.] 

FIDELITY AND DEPOSIT — OF 
MARYLAND. [seal.] 

By GEORGE H. PRICE, 

Attorney in Fact. 

Witness: 

R. B. DICKEY. i 

Approved July 29, 1919. 

ROBT. H. TERRELL, 

Judge. 

July 29, 1919. 


I hereby certify that the Fidelity and Deposit Company of Mary¬ 
land, the Corporation surety hereon, is duly authorized by the Secre¬ 
tary of the Treasury to do business in the District of Columbia, and 
that Geo. H. Price, 209 Riggs Building, is the duly constituted pro¬ 
cess agent of said corporation. 

BLANCHE NEFF. 

Clerk M. C. D. C. 

4 Certificate of Municipal Court on Appeal. 

Filed August 9,1919. j 

i 

* * * • * * * * 

Date. Proceedings. 

1919. | 

Plaintiff’s attorney, I. Costigan. 

Defendant’s “ R. B. Dickev. 

* 


July 

U 

8th. 

u 

•*'» 

9th. 

U 

19th. 

cc 

22nd. 

u 

Cl 

u 

29th. 

Aug. 

9th. 


Sworn complaint filed. 

Summons and copy issued returnable July 19, 10 A. M. 

Summons returned “summoned as within, directed.” 

Continued by defendant to July 22, 10 A, M. 

Trial, witnesses sworn. 

Judgment for plaintiff for possession of- within de¬ 
scribed premises with costs. Appeal noted: 

Appeal, undertaking on, with Fidelity and Deposit Co. 
of Md., surety, approved and filed. 

Appeal, record on and papers filed with Clerk of Su¬ 
preme Court, D. C. and notice sent to defendant’s at¬ 
torney. 
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This is to certify, that the foregoing is a true copy of the Docket 
Entries and of all" the proceedings had before the said Court in the 
above cause, and that-the annexed documents are all the original 
papers filed in said cause. 

Witness, the Honorable Judges of said Court this 9th day of Au¬ 
gust, A. D. 1919. 

BLANCHE NEFF, 

Clerk. 

Costs paid by Plaintiff, $3.10. 

Costs paid by Defendant, $1.00. 

5 Affidavit Under Rule 19 and Exhibits. 

Filed August IS, 1919. 

******* 

Russell A. Warner being first duly sworn on his oath deposes and 
says that he is the plaintiff in the above cause and had previously 
filed suit in the Municipal Court of the District of Columbia against 
the defendant and appellant Mary B. Pearson for the possession of 
premises number 541 21st Street, Northwest, in this City which suit 
was decided in favor of deponent and from which decision defendant 
has herein made an appeal to this Court; that these premises were 
purchased by the deponent on the 14th day of May, 1919, as ap¬ 
pears from the deed attached hereto and prayed to be read as a part 
hereof, and that he received at the same time an assignment of the 
lease of the said premises between William H. Walker, lessor and 
Mary B. Pearson, defendant herein, and lessee by virtue of which lease 
the defendant is now in possession of the property and which lease is 
attached hereto and prayed to be read as a part hereof; that on the 
19th day of May, 1919. deponent served a thirty days’ notice to quit 
on the defendant, a copy of which is attached hereto and prayed to 
be read as a part hereof; that the deponent is married and has a wife 
and child now living with him; that upon his return from service 
in France he was served with a notice by the landlord of the apart¬ 
ment in which he and his family were then living; that, the landlord 
required possession of said apartment and that he, the deponent, 
should quit the premises; that the deponent was in possession of the 
said apartment under a month to month lease, and that the 

6 deponent thereupon bought premises 541 21st Street for the 
purpose of having a home for himself and his family; that 

deponent was twice severly wounded and has now recovered onlv 
seventy-five per cent of his normal health as shown by the certificate 
of Captain W. W. Sherman. Medical Corp-, U. S. Army which is 
attached hereto and prayed to be read as part hereof; that apartment 

— which deponent and his family are now living is next door to a 
Fire Engine House and frequently after deponent has retired for the 
night the engines are compelled to answer alarms and the noise 
of ringing bells occasioned from this startles deponent so that he is 
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unable to sleep during the rest of that night; that the defendant in 
this case had previously purchased the said premises 541 21st Street 
but had refused to live up to her contract of purchase and returned 
the premises to the seller whereupon they were bought bv deponent; 
that the defendant maintains a boarding and rooming house on the 
said premises and that defendant lives with her husband who is 
employed by the Norfolk and Washington Steamboat Company at 
a salary sufficient for the support of his family; that the defendant 
knew of the intended purchase of the premises 541 21st street by the 
deponent as early as the first week in May, 1919; that the defend¬ 
ant has had offered to her for rent at reasonable prices at least two 


houses in the neighborhood of the premises 541 21st 


could be utilized by her as a boarding and rooming house for which 


street which 


19th day of 
that she in¬ 


purpose she uses the property in question; that on the 
June the defendant admitted to William H. Atkinson 
tended to move from the premises 541 21st Street to one of two 
houses in the neighborhood as soon as she could decide which 
7 one she would prefer. 

RUSSELL A. WARNER. 


Subscribed and sworn to before toe this 12th day of August, A. 
D. 1919. i 

[seal.] HARRIET E. ALDEN, 

Notary Public, D. C. 

Agreement Between Landlord and Tenant. \ 

Memorandum of an agreement between William H. Walker, 
Lessor, and Mary B. Pearson, Lessee, all of the City of Washington, 
District of Columbia, whereby the said W. II. Walker has agreed 

to let, and does hereby let, to the said-, 54L 21st St. N. 

W., by the month, commencing on the 1st day of January, A. 
D. 1919, at and for the monthly rent of fifty Dollars,; payable in 
full in advance, that is to say, on said first day of each and every 
month during which the said tenancy may continue, as rent in 
advance for the next ensuing month. 

And the said Mary B. Pearson has agreed to take, and does hereby 
take and hold the said premises as a tenant by the month, at the 
said rent, payable as aforesaid, and that he will pay the Water Rent 
and Gas Bills as they become due and that he will not sub-let or 
assign the said premises, or carry on any business therein, except 
that of dwelling without the written consent of said Lessor; or use 
the same for any disorderly or unlawful purpose. 

8 Provided always, that if the Lessee shall fail to pay the said 

rent in full in advance as aforesaid, although there should 
have been no legal or formal demand for any rent whatever, or shall 
neglect to pay the Water Rent or Gas Bills" at the time and on the 
day when the same shall fall due and be payable as hereinbefore’ 
mentioned, or shall sublet or assign the said premises or carry on 
any business therein, except that of dwelling without the written 

2—3330 j 
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consent aforesaid, or shall nse the same for any disorderly or any 
unlawful purpose, or break either of the aforesaid covenants, then 
and in either of said events this lease, and all things herein contained, 
shall cease and determine, and shall operate as a notice to quit, the 
thirty days’ notice to quit being hereby expressly waived. And the 
said Lessor, his heirs and assigns, shall and may proceed to recover 
the possession of said premises under and by virtue of a seven days’ 
summons, under the provisions of Sections 684 and 685 of the Re¬ 
vised Statutes of the United States, relating to the District of Colum¬ 
bia. to regulate proceedings in cases between landlords and tenants, 
or by such legal process as may at the time 1 be in operation in like 
case; but if no default occurs on the part of said Lessee to the afore¬ 
said provisions referred to above, then he shall be entitled to not less 
than thirty days’ notice to vacate the house and premises, and the 
owner or agent shall be entitled to the same notice from Lessee, 
should he desire to vacate the aforesaid house and premises. 

And it is further provided, that if under the provisions of this 
agreement a seven days’ summons shall be served, and a compromise 
and settlement shall be made thereupon, it shall not constitute 
9 a waiver of any covenant herein contained or of the agree¬ 
ment itself. And the said Lessee hereby agree- to deliver the 
house in the same order in which it was received, usual wear and 
tear, fire and storm excepted; and it is hereby provided and agreed 
that no waiver of one breach of any covenant herein shall be con¬ 
strued to be a waiver of the covenant itself, or of any subsequent 
breach thereof. 


In testimony whereof, we have hereunto set our hands this second 
day of January, A. D. 1919. 

WILLIAM H. WALKER. 
MARY B. PEARSON. 

Witness: 

H. B. SCHNEIDER. 


May 19th, 1919. 


For value received, I hereby assign all my right, title and interest 
in and to the with agreement to Russell A. Warner. 

WILLIAM H. WALKER. 

(Two Internal Revenue Stamps.) 


This Deed , 


Made this fourteenth day of May in the year one thousand 
nine hundred and nineteen, 'by and between Alice C. W. Briggs, of 
the District of Columbia, party of the first part, and Russell A. "War¬ 
ner, of the District of Columbia, party of the second part: 

10 Witnesseth, That in consideration of Ten and no/100 
($10.) Dollars, the party of the first part does grant unto the 
party of the second part, in fee simple, all that piece or parcel of 
land in the City of Washington, District of Columbia, described as 
follows, to wit: 
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The West eighty-nine feet (89) by full width of lot numbered 
One Hundred and Five (105) in Harry T. Jones’ subdivision of lots 
in Square numbered One Hundred and Four (104), as per plat re¬ 
corded in the Office of the Surveyor for the District of Columbia in 
Liber 30 at folio 55; subject to right of way over the following part 
of lot numbered One Hundred and Five (105); beginning for the 
same on North line of said lot numbered One Hundred and Five 
(105), 89 feet from the front line of said lot, and running thence 
South parallel with the said front line to South line of said lot; 
thence West along said South line 4 feet; thence North parallel with 
front line of said lot to North line of said lot; thence East along 
North line of said lot to the beginning; subject to the covenants that 
any building erected on said land shall not be used for manufactur¬ 
ing, mechanical or mercantile purposes; that for a period of fifteen 
years from February 1st, 1909, said land shall never, be rented, 
leased, sold, transferred or conveyed unto any negro or colored per¬ 
sons. Subject to indebtedness of $4,750, payment of which is as¬ 
sumed by purchaser. j 

Together with the improvements, rights, privileges, and appur¬ 
tenances to the same belonging. 

And the said party of the first part covenants that she will warrant 
specially the property hereby conveyed: and that she vVill execute 
such further assurances of said land as may be requisite. 

11 Witness my hand and seal the day and year first herein¬ 
before written. ! 

ALICE C. W. BRIGGS, [seal.] 

In presence of: ! 

HENRY B. THADEN. j 

District of Columbia, To wit: \ 

I. Henry B. Thaden, a Notary Public in and for the District of 
Columbia, do hereby certify, that Alice C. W. Briggs, of the District 
"of Columbia, party to a certain Deed bearing date on the 14th day 
of May. 1919, and' hereto annexed, personally appeared before me 
in said District, the said Alice C. W. Briggs, being personally well 
known to me as the person who executed the said Deed, and acknowl¬ 
edged the same to be her act and deed. j 

Given under my hand and seal this 14th day of Mav, l|919. 
[seal.] “ HENRY B. THADEN, 

Notary Public\ D. C. 

(Endorsed.) j 

Received for record on the 19 day of May, A. D. 1919, at 2.54 
o’clock P. M., and recorded in Liber No. 4199 at folio 89 one of the 
Land Records for the District of Columbia and examined by 

R. W. DUTTON, 

Deputy Recorder of Deeds, Diet, of Col. 
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12 Washington, D. C., May 19th, 1919. 

Mrs. Mary B. Pearson, 

541 21st Street N. W., 

Washington, D. C. 

Dear Madam: 

I have purchased as a residence for my own use the house #541 
21st St., N. W., which you are now occupying as a monthly tenant. 

I hereby give you notice to remove from and quit the same at the 
end of thirty days from the expiration of your present month’s ten¬ 
ancy. 

Yours very truly, 

RUSSELL A. WARNER. 

R. A. W./W. E. T. 

Original delivered in person on May 19, 1919. 

R. A. WARNER. 


13 Report of Physical Examination of Officer Prior to Separation 
from Service in the United States Army. 

Warner, Russell Ammon. 

First Lieutenant, 2nd Engineers. 

Electrical Engineer and Farmer. 

Certificate of Officer. 

I certify that: 

I have a- injury which was incurred about June 6. 191S. near 
Chateau Thierrv, France. 

The nature and location of the injury so far as known, are: 

Use and strength of right shoulder limited by an injury caused 
by high explosive shell scar aches and pains considerably at times. 
Strength of left arm slightly decreased by gunshot wound in left 
chest. This scar also itches and pains at times especially when 
cold. Have two small pieces of iron in right leg. Loss of 4th upper 
right tooth. 

RUSSEL A. WARNER, 

First Lieutenant of Engineers. 


Army Medical School, 

Washington. D. C., 

March 29, 1919. 

Certificate of Examining Surgeon. 


I certify that: 

The officer named above has been given a careful physical exam¬ 
ination, and — is found that; 
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He is physically and mentally sound with the following excep¬ 
tions : 

(Describe the nature and location of the defect,, wound, injury 
or disease.) 

(1.) Fibrous pleurisy of right base (lung). 

(2.) Painful contracting scar of right side of chest posterior caus¬ 
ing limited function of right shoulder joint. j 

(3.) Painful contracting scar of left chest asterior, causing slight 
limitation of left shoulder joint. 

i 

The wound, injury (Nos. 2 and 3) or disease is likelyj to result in 
death or disability. No. Is not likely to result in further disability. 

In my opinion the wound, injury (Nos. 1, 2, and 3) or disease did 
originate in the line of duty in the military service of the United 
States. 

In view of occupation he is 25 per cent disabled 15 per 
14 cent for No. 1. 

W. W. SHERMAN, 

Capt., 31. C., U. S. A. 

i 

Army Medical School, Washington, D. C., March 29, 1919. 

i 

Clinical Record. 

Army Medical School, March 30, 1919. 

I 

From Physical Examination Room to X-ray Lab. 

Information requested X-ray of Chest, and right thigh. 


Radiographic Report. 

Clinical diagnosis: High Explosive. Wound of chest, Foreign 
bodies in right thigh. 

O. R. GILLETT, 

cm., 31. C., U. S. 'A. 

Laboratory X-ray, Army Med. School, March 31, 1919. 

X-ray findings: These are two small metallic fragments situated 
just beneath the skin on the lateral aspect of the right thigh, one at 
the level of the fold of the buttocks, the other 4 cm. lower. These 
were localized fluoroseopically and marked on the skin. 

Plates of the chest reveal a fracture of the right 8th & 9th ribs 
posterior. There is considerably fibrosis _ and thickened pleura in 
the right base, especially toward the mid-line. There is no evidence 


\ • 
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of restricting adhesions of the diaphragm. The apices are relatively 
clear. 

No. 3272 Size 10x12 part chest Disposition 

14x17 Rt. Thigh file 

FRANK C. WHEATLEY. 

Capt., M. C., U. S. .4. 

WARNER, RUSSELL H., 

1st Lt., Engrs. 

A true copv. 

J. R. LANE, 

1st Lt. Eng. 

Return to Russell A. Warner, 2117 G Street, Washington, D. C. 

15 Affidavit of Defense Under Rule 19. 

Filed August 26, 1919. 

****** * 

District of Columbia, ss: 

Mary B. Pearson, being first duly sworn according to law, on oath 
says: that she is the defendant.in the above entitled cause, and 
denies the right of the plaintiff to the possession of the property in 
question, to wit, 541 21st Street, N. W. in the District of Columbia, 
and the grounds of her defense are as follows: 

First. This defendant is advised bv counsel learned in the law, 

•J 

and upon such advice, avers, that in order for the plaintiff to main¬ 
tain the present proceedings against this defendant, the relation of 
landlord and tenant must exist, or must have existed, between the 
plaintiff and this defendant. This defendant says that it plainly and 
affirmatively appears from the plaintiffs affidavit that no such re¬ 
lation of landlord and tenant now exists or ever existed between 
them; and this defendant savs that no such relation of landlord and 
tenant exists or ever existed between the plaintiff and this defendant; 
and this defendant is further advised by counsel learned in the law, 
and so avers, that she is entitled to have this proceeding against her 
dismissed, and she so prays this Honorable Court. 

Second. A further ground of defense to the plaintiff’s claim for 
possession, is that this defendant’s tenancy has never been termi¬ 
nated. This defendant is further advised by counsel learned in the 
law. and upon such advice avers, that this defendant’s tenancy, is. 
according to law. namely Section 1035, Code, D. C. a ten- 

16 ancy from month to month and that such tenancy can only 
be terminated by a compliance with the requirements of Sec¬ 
tion 1219 of the Code. D. C.. which requires a notice in writing from- 
“from the landlord’' to the tenant. This defendant further says 
that it fully and affirmatively appears from the plaintiff’s affidavit, 
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and from the copy of the notice to quit, attached thereto, and this 
defendant also affirmatively avers, that the plaintiff^ in giving to 
this defendant said notice, did not, and does not give it as the land¬ 
lord of this defendant, as the law above referred to specifically re¬ 
quires, if the plaintiff is to proceed against this defendant under 
these special procedings originally instituted in the Municipal Court. 
This defendant, therefore, upon the advice of counsel, moves this 
Honorable Court to dismiss-this proceeding against her, upon this, 
her second ground of defense. 

Third. This defendant further says that if the plaintiff claims to 
be, and can and does successfully maintain that he is the landlord 
of this defendant so as to entitle him to maintain this particular 
summary proceeding, then it is further necessary for him to aver in 
his affidavit, and to prove at the trial of this cause that;he is a “bona 
fide purchaser for his own occupancy,” of the property sought in 
this proceeding, as provided in the law commonly known and desig¬ 
nated as the Salsbury Resolution, which the plaintiff has not shown 
by, nor averred in, his said affidavit; and this defendant moves the 
Court that said suit be dismissed upon this ground. 

MARY B. REARSON. 

| 

R. B. DICKEY, j 

Attorney for Defendant. 

17 Subscribed and sworn to before me this 26th day of August, 
A. D. 1919. ! 

[seal.]’ ’ M. GRACE DELANY, 

.Notary Public, D. C. 

* 

Motion for Judgment Under Rule 19. 

Filed August 29, 1919. 

* * * * * ! afc 

Now comes the plaintiff and moves for judgment against the de¬ 
fendant and appellant for failure to file a sufficient affidavit of de¬ 
fense as required by Rule Nineteen. i 

I. J. COSTIGAN, 
Attorney for Plaintiff. 

, 

Raymond B. Dickey, Esq., Attorney for Defendant. j 
Sir: 

Please take notice that I will call the above motion for a hearing 
at 10 A. M. on September 5th, 1919. 

I. J. COSTIGAN, 

Att’y for Plaintiff. 
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18 Supreme Court of the District of Columbia. 

Friday, September 5, 1919. 

i 

Session resume^ pursuant to adjournment, Mr. Justice Gould 
presiding. 

* * * * * * * 

Come now the parties hereto by their respective Attorneys of rec¬ 
ord; whereupon Plaintiff's motion for judgment for want of a suffi¬ 
cient affidavit of defense under Law Rule 19 of this Court is argued 
and submitted; upon consideration thereof it is ordered that said 
motion be and the same is hereby granted. 

Wherefore it is considered that the plaintiff herein do have and 
recover of the defendant herein possession of the premises No. 541 
Twenty-first street. North West, located in the District of Columbia, 
and recover of said defendant and the Fidelity and Deposit Com¬ 
pany of Maryland her surety, the costs of suit, to be taxed by the 
Clerk, and have execution thereof. 

From the foregoing judgment the defendant by her Attorney in 
open Court, notes an appeal to the Court of Appeals, and the pen¬ 
alty of a bond on said appeal to operate as a supersedeas is hereby 
fixed in the sum of Seven hundred and fifty dollars ($750.). 
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Memorandum. 


September 12. 1919.—Supersedeas bond on appeal approved and 
filed. 


Assignment of Errors. 


Filed October 8, 1919. 

* * * * * * * 


1. The Court erred in granting the motion of the plaintiff and 
giving judgment against the defendant upon the affidavits filed in 
this cause. 


2. The Court erred in holding that the plaintiff bore such con¬ 
ventional relation to the defendant as would enable the plaintiff to 
invoke the summary process of “Landlord and Tenant” against this 
defendant. 

3. The Court erred in holding the allegations of the plaintiff's affi¬ 
davit sufficiently averred said plaintiff to be a bona fide purchaser of 
said premises for his own occupancy as required by the “Saulsburv 
Resolution.” 


Oct. 8/1919. 


R. B. DICKEY, 

Attorney for Defendant. 


\ 
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Designation of Record. 
Filed October 8,, 1919. 


The Clerk of the Court will include the following pleading and 
proceeding in the Transcript of Record on appeal in tne above cause. 

1. Complaint and Summons. 

2. Certificate of the Clerk of the Municipal Court of the District 
of Columbia. 

3. Undertaking on appeal. 

4. Affidavit of Plaintiff and exhibits. 

5. Affidavit of Defendant. 

6. Motion of Plaintiff for Judgment under Rule 19, and Judg¬ 
ment thereon, and appeal noted. 

7. Supersedeas Bond on appeal. 

8. Assignment of Errors. 

9. This designation. R. B. DICKEY, 

Attorney for defendant. 

Oct, 8/1919. 
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Supreme Court of the District of Columbia! 


United States of America, 

District of Columbia, ss: 


e District of 


I. John R. Young, Clerk of the Supreme Court of thi 
Columbia, hereby certify the foregoing pages numbered from 1 to 
20, both inclusive, to be a true and correct transcript of the' record, 
according to directions of counsel herein filed, copy of which is made 
part of this transcript, in cause No, 62723 at Law, wherein Russell 
A. Warner is Plaintiff and Man 7 B. Pearson is Defendant, as the 
same remains upon the files and of record in said Court. 

Tn testimony whereof, I hereunto subscribe my name and affix 
the seal of said Court, at the City of Washington, in said District, 
this 20th day of October, 1919. 

[Seal Supreme Court of the District of Columbia.] 

JOHN R. YOUNG, 

Clerk, 

By R. S. WAYLAND, 

Assistant Clerk. 

• 

Endorsed on cover: District of Columbia Supreme Court. No. 
3330. Mary B. Pearson, appellant, vs. Russell A. Warper. Court 
of Appeals, District of Columbia. Filed Oct. 29, 1919. Henry W. 
Hodges, clerk. I 
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